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Lord Parmoor stated that it was considered by His Majesty's Government
in full concurrence with the Viceroy that in view of the impending open invitation
to the Conference of representatives of British India and Indian States it was
very desirable to state clearly the purpose of Britain in its political relations
with India. At one stage it was contemplated to include it in the Premier's
reply to Sir John Simon reaffirming the goal of British policy. It was ascer-
tained, however, that the Commission were averse to being associated with the
correspondence wherein this reaffirmation would appear. The Government
decided that it should be made in an independent document that the purpose
was to dispel doubts regarding the interpretation to be placed on Britain's
intentions in enacting the statute of 1919 and the Government informed the
Simon Commission of the action they intended to take. The Government held
that the position of the Commission could not be affected by a re-affirmation of
the principle laid down in the preamble. The Government were in very deep
anxiety to do nothing in any way to prejudice the position of the Commission.
They were also moved by a desire (shared by the Viceroy) to do anything
legitimately within their power to pave the way for an unprejudiced consideration
by the leaders of Indian opinion of the Commission's report when received.
Lord Parmoor regretted that any of the members of the Commission should
have taken the view that we intended to slight them. They had given an enor-
mous amount of time to effect better understanding between India and Britain,
Lord Parmoor concluded by saying : *; Our purpose is that we should join
together and bring ourselves without undue criticism to feel that Lord Irwin
was right and the greatest Viceroy of modern times took the right step. When
supported by the Government he issued the pronouncement/'
Lord BIRKENHEAD declared that the reason why the statement was
issued was that the Government were threatened with a campaign of civil disobe-
dience at the end of the year. Experience had shown that the way to discharge
our obligation to India was never to yield to threats.
Lord Birkenhead maintained that it was utterly impossible to carry on the
Government of India if they were to accept a policy, which on its merits, appeared
to be incapable of defence, because it had been recommended by a Viceroy,
however distinguished. He asked how it could add to the appeasement of Indian
opinion that it should be informed that they were still precisely in the same
situation as left by the Declaration and the Act. The moment in which to
make gestures of appeasement was not when threatened by men of influence and
authority with a general campaign of civil disobedience. Nobody with character
for sanity or responsibility could assign a proximate date for India becoming a
Dominion. He considered that the Government mishandled the situation.
Lord CREWE said that he had always deeply regretted that the term Domi-
nion Status had been used in relation to India. There was no accepted definition
of it. It was a general term liable to change and there was no country to which
it was more important that piecision both of thought and expression should be
applied than India. He thought that the goal they had in view was that so far
as it was compatible with the cotinuance of British India as part of the Empire.
Indian affairs should be managed by Indians in India with the minimum of
interference. He hoped that Lord Parmoor's statement would do something to
dispel the misapprehension but he was not entirely convinced of it. He hoped
that further utterances on behalf of the Government would do rather more to
dispel what perhaps was a very unfortunate misapprehension in Indian affairs
within his recollection.
Lord PEEL regretted that Government seemed a little too anxious to take
shelter behind the Viceroy, He hoped that the Simon Commission would pursue
its way undeviating and unmoved by irrelevancies.
Lord PASSFIELD, on behalf of the Government, declared that the Viceroy's
statement was necessary in order to explain the new procedure initiated by the
Simon Commission. As regards the enlargement of the Commission's scope and
the holding of the Conference it was never out of time to seek appeasement
even if the people were uttering threats. Lord Passfield declared that it was

